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The Demonstrations at Nice of 6-7 
December: A Balance Sheet 


For ATTAC, the European Counter-summit at Nice 
had two objectives. The first objective was 
concrete: to advance the critique of the Charter of 
Fundamental Rights and to argue for the rejection 
of modifications to Article 133 of the Treaty of 
Amsterdam, which pertains to trade in services 
and intellectual property. The second was more 
general: the movement that gathered at Nice was 
a convergence of social movements (trade unions 
and movements of unemployed persons and 
against exclusions operating in the context of the 
Common Market), which have been mobilizing in a 
traditional manner around European’ Union 
Summits, and movements engaged in the struggle 
against liberal globalization (ATTAC, The 
Movimiento de resistencia global from Spain, etc.) 
which have been particularly visible at “global” 
summits (the IMF, World Bank. WTO, G-7). 


In General, most positive results 


We were wholly successful in reaching our general 
goal: the Summit at Nice was turned into a 
powerful rejection of the Liberal construction of 
Europe. Despite differences in the analyses that 
were brought to bear upon the Charter, all 
demonstrators were bearers of demands for 
another Europe, to one degree or another. What 
is more, the presence of a more radical trend, 
articulated around the demand “For Another 


Charter”—in which ATTAC was the major force— 
significantly marked the Counter-summit. 


Both written and televised press commentators 
noted that the most important feature of the Nice 
summit was the entrance onto the European scene 
of movements that were presented in a summary 
way as “antiglobalisation.” This characterization 
circulated despite our efforts to present ourselves 
as opposed specifically to liberal globalization. 
However, within this framework, ATTAC played a 
starring role because we were present everywhere 
(from “bain de mer” the first day through the 
invasion of Monaco the next, passing by way of 
the demonstrations of the 6th, the various actions 
of the 7th, and the different forums) and because 
we were at the heart of the movement to bring 
together social movements and those opposed to 
liberal globalization. 


This success was such that it could pose problems. 
On the side of the trade unions, it is not clear that 
each of them draws the same conclusions about 
the action, nor is it clear that each of them 
recognizes how important it will be from this 
point forward for unions to be present in the 
struggle against liberal globalization—a 
recognition that the American AFL-CIO has come 
to. On the side of the organizations of the 
unemployed, through their weak visibility—which 
is to some extent explained by the problems they 
encountered getting to Nice because the train 
stations were  blocked—they risk to be 
marginalized. We must pay attention to these 
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questions and work, to the extent that we can, to 
lend our weight to such convergences. 


Some less obvious, but important, results on our 
precise objectives 


In the days immediately prior to Nice, we could 
have circulated our precise goals. Our critique of 
the Charter was beginning to be heard. What is 
more, we had been able to get numerous articles 
placed in the press on Article 133, with the result 
of a real development in awareness on the part of 
militant networks. 


At Nice, these messages were less obvious. The 
position take by the European’ Trade-Union 
Confederation (CES)—which called for the 
integration of the Charter despite its flaws— 
confused things. Meanwhile, the adoption [[in 
catimini]] of this Charter—and not its integration 
into the Treaty, thanks largely to opposition from 
the most liberal countries (notably the U.K.)— 
means that this document will be without real 
importance. Given its content, this is— 
paradoxically--the least bad solution. 


The confusion of the Summit itself made it 
impossible to know exactly what decisions were 
taken concerning Article 133. However, the final 
text, which is now available, states that “the 
commerce in cultural and audiovisual services, of 
educational services, as well as social services and 
those relating to human health” remain subject to 
the rule of unanimity. This represents an 
important success, even though the procedure of 
qualified majority was adopted for mandates to be 
presented to the Commission regarding other 
types of services and intellectual property. 


Under-estimation of organizational problems 


We were in a dangerous situation on this question 
before, during and after the Summit. We 
underestimated the organizational problems to do 
with departures for Nice and we were very slow to 
recognize them once they began to surface. 
During the Summit, the considerable work that 
was accomplished by the Nice collective—aided by 
ATTAC 06—and for which we pay them homage— 
was not enough to deal with all the problems. A 
stronger presence of the part of the national 
organization of ATTAC would have been helpful. 


The Incidents: Who is Responsible? 


The entirely predictable reactions of the city 
government at Nice aside, the attitude of the 


government before, during and after the Summit 
was a basic denial of democracy. The authorities 
multiplied obstacles—until the last minute, they 
refused to agree to the location for discussions 
about the organization of a counter-summit. The 
same refusal to negotiate confronted the 
unemployed who wanted to go to Nice and were 
detained when they tried to board their trains. 
Finally, the prefect of police barred entry into 
France to a train carrying more than 1 000 Italian 
demonstrators whose papers were entirely in 
order. These actions are most telling of the 
attitudes that accompany the construction of 
Europe: there should be complete freedom of 
movement for commodities and capital, but not 
for citizens! On this specific matter, we should be 
planning a common legal action with the Italian 
militants from Ya Basta! and Refundazione. 


All of these elements made for a climate of high 
tension, which was _ intensified further by the 
demonstrations of the 7th December, which were 
supposed to peacefully encircle the conference 
center. We wanted to show our non-violent 
intention to mark politically the opening of the 
conference. In this regard, the attitudes of the 
forces of order were largely responsible for the 
incidents that occurred. By the heavy use of tear 
gas, and by charging the demonstrators (and 
journalists) the police initiated conflicts with 
ATTAC militants. They placed themselves in the 
way whenever they were, and did everything 
possible to block the demonstrations, as was 
subsequently reported by the AFP. 


Incidents of violence—which were done by 
elements marginal to the demonstration—were 
used by power and by a part of the media in an 
effort to discredit the Counter-summit. While 
ATTAC categorically distances itself from such 
actions, it should be careful not exaggerate their 
significance. What happened in Nice was not 
primarily conflict: it was a show of force on the 
part of social movements and their demands, and 
a show of the Union’s inability to respond to them. 


After Seattle, Washington and Prague. Nice 
showed that the summits where gather the world’s 
decision -makers are now also moments of strong 
mobilization against liberal globalization The next 
meeting should be that of the G-7 in Génes in 
June. 


ATTAC, Paris, 12 December, 2000 

ATTAC france attacfr@attac.org 

Translation: Stephen Hastings-King, volunteer 
translator coorditrad@attac.org 
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Currency Transaction Tax (Tobin Tax) 


A UN press release on December 25" gave more 
information concerning a high-level panel so be 
launched on development financing. The panel 
members and the political ground are more than 
unsatisfactory. 


Let’s go back to June 2000 when a broad and 
informal coalition of organizations lobbied the UN 
Copenhagen +5 meeting in Geneva. They 
succeeded, since the final resolution (para. 111-e) 
mentioned the study of alternate and new ways 
for development financing and the building of a 
committee to study their feasibility. The Tobin Tax 
per se had to be withdrawn from the document, 
i.e. the term disappeared in the final state of the 
document. 


During the summer this informal coalition chose 
two representatives (one Korean and one 
Canadian) to work with the UN Committee to 
reflect the civil society expertise on this issue. 
According to Kofi Annan’s proposal reflected in the 
UN press release (see hereafter) it seems that we 
are confronting a “first class burial” more than a 
feasibility study. 


In the meantime ATTAC France is to launch a 
broad campaign nationally and internationally on 
the Tobin tax and Tax Havens, starting end of 
January 2001. The first step of our collective 
response will be made during the World Social 
Forum in Porto Alegre with the workshop on the 
Tobin Tax and the inter-parliamentarian meeting. 
We will send more details about this campaign 
that will propose national, European and world 
actions: a French meeting and counter- expertise 
organized within the French National Assembly to 
which we will invite experts from the Ministry of 
finance and Jacques Delors as a member of the 
UN high-level panel, a European meeting within 
Luxembourg on tax havens and the peaceful 
invasion of one of the European Tax Haven by 
thousand of demonstrators and finally in autumn 
2001 an_ international meeting on the 
redistribution of the Tobin Tax and development 
financing. 


UN press release: Friday, December 15, 2000 


15 December - Secretary-General Kofi Annan 
today named former Mexican President Ernesto 
Zedillo to head a high-level panel which will 
explore ways of fulfilling the finance needs of the 
world's developing countries. 


"| selected Dr. Ernesto Zedillo because of the 
experience he has had _ in the financial area, 
because of the political experience he brings, 
[and] because of his strong intellectual abilities in 
the area of economics and finance," Mr. Annan 
told a press conference in New York _ after 
announcing the appointment. "He comes with an 
incredible combination of academic and 
intellectual background, experience in the _ field 
and political understanding," he added. 


In making the announcement, Mr. Annan pointed 
to the need for "broader-based development 
which can rescue over a billion human beings 
from abject poverty" -- an objective set by world 
leaders attending the United Nations Millennium 
Summit in September. development assistance 
was undergoing a steady decline, while many 
resources," the Secretary-General observed. He 
noted that official development assistance was 
undergoing a steady decline, while many poor 
countries were so indebted that their payments 
amounted to a net outflow of resources to 
developed States. "It is vital that we turn this 
situation around and ensure that developing 
countries receive the financial resources they 
need," he stressed. 


Accepting the appointment, Dr. Zedillo noted that 
“over the years, a number of proposals have been 
put forward to foster development in developing 
countries, however, little attention has been paid 
to the issue of financing, that is to say how to pay 
for those proposals." He said the Panel was 
charged with producing recommendations that 
were realistic, applicable and fresh. 


Formally called the High-level Panel on Financing 
for Development, the group will tackle the 
question of what governments, business, civil 
society and international institutions can do in the 
areas of trade, aid, debt relief and investment. 
Panel members will also examine the mobilization 
of domestic resources, as well as global decision- 
making on financing. In addition, they will explore 
new ways of raising funds for development. 


The panel's recommendations, which are 
expected to be completed by May 2001, will 
provide input to an unprecedented meeting on the 
issue to be held in early 2002. That event will 
break new ground because of the collaboration of 
the world's leading’ finance, trade and 
development _ institutions ?? the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF), the World Trade 
Organization (WTO) and the World Bank. 
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Today, Mr. Annan told reporters that he had 
convened the panel because "we cannot afford to 
let the meeting be just another occasion where 
people meet and talk, and adopt another 
communiqui and leave the real world almost 
unchanged." 


Other members of the panel are Abdulatif Al- 
Hammad, President, Arab Fund for Economic 
Development, Kuwait; David Bryer, Director of 
OXFAM, United Kingdom; Mary Chinery-Hess, 
Former Deputy Director-General of the 
International Labour Organization, | Ghana; 
Jacques Delors, former Finance Minister of France 
and President of the European Commission; 
Rebeca Grynspan, former Vice-President, Costa 
Rica; Majid Osman, former Finance Minister of 
Mozambique, who now heads a commercial bank; 
Robert Rubin, former Secretary of the Treasury, 
United States; and Manmohan Singh, former 
Minister of Finance, India. Additional panel 
members may be appointed in the future. 


WTO Tidbits 


1) Hail of criticism greets new US anti-dumping 
legislation 


Japan, seconded by Australia, Brazil, Canada, 
Chile, the EU, India, Mexico, New Zealand, South 
Africa and South Korea, fiercely criticised the anti- 
dumping proposals contained in the 2001 
budgetary legislation on agriculture, which the EU, 
Canada and Japan, in a joint letter, asked 
President Clinton to veto. Japan considers that 
the redistribution of anti-dumping duties to US 
industries would have the effect of doubly 
protecting the companies. Besides, these 
payments might encourage US companies to lodge 
complaints, exaggerating their damages, thus 
distracting attention from the search for more 
constructive solutions. Discussions have already 
begun between the EU and Japan, which has 
annouced its intention of lodging a complaint with 
the WTO against the US legislation. 


2) New round not yet in sight. Despondency in 
Geneva. 


Despite unceasing efforts by the EU to get backing 
for a new round, it seems that the chances of this 
taking place in the near future are extremely 
slender. Basically, it is the host of questions left 
unanswered since Seattle that are blocking 
progress : the implementation of the Uruguay 
Round agreements, agricultural negotiations which 


polarize all the rest, the very hazy trade relations 
between the US and the EU, and last but not least, 
general lack of agreement on the content and the 
objectives of a new round. Besides, since Qatar 
took back its offer, no other country has so far 
expressed a wish to host the conference. This 
leaves Geneva as host by default, at least as 
things now stand. 


Notwithstanding the reigning consternation at the 
Geneva headquarters, Italy and South Africa have 
joined their efforts to bring about a consensus for 
the launch of a new round. Each hopes to get the 
backing of a nucleus of 15 countries, Italy 
concentrating on the developed world, South 
Africa on the developing countries. Their hope is 
that these countries will form the heart of a far 
wider consensus for launching a new round. In 
the absence of such a consensus, there is a 
danger that, in the words of the South African 
Minister for Industry, the multilateral trading 
system "might close its doors five years from 
now." 


3)UNCTAD meeting on _ the’ Protection of 
Traditional Knowledge. 


One of the most controversial subjects brought up 
during this meeting was whether or not the 
protection of traditional knowledge should be a 
subject of discussion in the WTO organisations. 


The World Intellectual Property Organisation 
(WIPO) announced the _ creation of an 
Intergovernmental Committee on_ Intellectual 
Property and Genetic Resources, Traditional 
Knowledge and Folklore. This committee is to 
include the representatives from societies of 
traditional culture, who have expressed 
dissatisfaction that the only subject touched upon 
was the commercialization of traditional 
knowledge, although the meeting had been 
convened to discuss its protection. They recalled 
to mind the non-material aspects, the cultural, 
philosophical and_ spiritual value of these 
traditions, which should not be considered as of 
less importance than their value in commercial 
terms. They demanded that the unwritten laws 
based on tradition should be stressed rather than 
the adaptation of intellectual properrty rights. 


4)Mexico imposes import duties in the 
Maquiladoras. 


A new Mexican set of rules obliges export 
assembly firms to pay customs duties on 
components imported from countries outside the 
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NAFTA area, thus enabling the Maquiladoras to put 
their products on the national market without 
restrictions. 


5) Lamy's plan for a common platform for 
international labour organisations. 


Addressing the ECOSOC executive committee on 
October 26, P. Lamy made two proposals to 
improve dialogue and cooperation among 
international organisations concerned with the 
world of labour. 


The first was to draw up a common platform to 
enable international organisations like the WTO, 
the ILO, UNCTAD, the World Bank and the IMF to 
discuss the’ relations between trade and 
fundamental social norms, with — particular 
reference to the problems of developing countries. 
This dialogue should be started before the next 
Ministerial Conference of the WTO. 


He also stressed that the OECD Guide for 
Multinational Companies (adopted on July 27 
2000) represented "progress towards clearer 
recognition by international investors of their 
responsibilities towards what is conventionally 
termed civil society." 


6) Russia will not be joining the WTO for some 
years. 


EU support for Russia's accession to the WTO has 
been re-affirmed at the recent EU-Russia summit 
in Paris at end October. But the US authorities 
pointed out that it would take some years for 
Russia to be ready for accession. After lodging a 
first request in 1993, Russia has_ recently 
intensified its efforts to speed up the process. 


Work group on_ "International Treaties". 
omc.marseille@attac.org Wherever you live, you 
can help this theme group. Just contact them! 
Thanks. 





Children should study US election 


A Zimbabwe politician was quoted as saying that 
children should study the US election event closely 
because it shows that election fraud is not only a 
third world phenomena. To illustrate the point, he 
made the following comments; 


"Imagine that we read of an election occurring 
anywhere in the third world in which the self- 
declared winner was the son of the former prime 
minister and that former prime minister was 


himself the former head of that nation's secret 
police (the CIA). Imagine that the self-declared 
winner lost the popular vote but won based on 
some old colonial holdover from the nation's pre- 
democracy past (the electoral college). Imagine 
that the self-declared winner's ‘victory’ turned on 
disputed votes cast in a province governed by his 
brother! 


Imagine that the poorly drafted ballots of one 
district, a district heavily favoring the self-declared 
winner's opponent, led thousands of voters to vote 
for the wrong candidate. Imagine that members of 
that nation's most despised caste, fearing for their 
lives/livelihoods, turned out in record numbers to 
vote in near-universal opposition to the self- 
declared winner's candidacy. Imagine that 
hundreds of members of that most-despised caste 
were intercepted on their way to the polls by state 
police operating under the authority of the self- 
declared winner's brother. 


Imagine that six million people voted in the 
disputed province and that the self-declared 
winner's ‘lead' was only 327 votes. Fewer, 
certainly, than the vote counting machines' 
margin of error. Imagine that the self-declared 
winner and his political party opposed a more 
careful by-hand inspection and re-counting of the 
ballots in the disputed province or in its most hotly 
disputed district. 


Imagine that the self-declared winner, himself a 
governor of a major province, had the worst 
human rights record of any province in his nation 
and actually led the nation in executions. Imagine 
that a major campaign promise of the self- 
declared winner was to appoint like-minded 
human rights violators to lifetime positions on the 
high court of that nation. 


None of us would deem such an election to be 
representative of anything other than the self- 
declared winner's will-to-power. All of us, | 
imagine, would wearily turn the page thinking that 
it was another sad tale of pitiful pre- or anti- 
democracy peoples in some strange, faraway 
elsewhere." 


Euro-parliamentarians on the WSF 


In view of its connections with the World Social 
Forum (WSF), this meeting of parliamentarians is 
in our estimation of particular importance. The 
event is of great symbolic significance: the World 
Social Forum which takes place in the South, in 
Latin America, is organised to coincide with the 
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World Economic Forum meeting in the North, in 
Davos, Switzerland. The local authorities of Porto 
Alegre have welcomed this initiative. Their city is 
renowned internationally for its experiment in 
democracy, the "participatory budget". A year 
after the Seattle mobilisation, the WSF will provide 
an opportunity for us to take stock of the dynamic 
of popular and civil resistance to neoliberal 
globalisation. 


We are seeking to make the Porto Alegre 
conference a truly global affair, one which will 
allow all of the movements involved in this 
resistance to further the work set in motion over 
the last two years at gatherings - to name just the 
some of the most prominent - in St.Denis, 
Bangkok, Washington, Geneva, Okinawa, Prague, 
Nice, and Dakar. Our aim is to enable a new step 
forward to be taken and to this end the World 
Social Forum will conclude with two declarations, 
one from social movements and the other from 
political groups. 


The global meeting of parliamentarians has the 
potential to fulfil several essential objectives. It 
could deal with the particular campaigns with 
which many of us are already involved (notably for 
the Tobin Tax, or in favour of the cancellation of 
Third World debt.) It will allow us also to bring 
democratic pressure to bear at a time when 
elected assemblies are increasingly excluded from 
negotiations whose consequences are _far- 
reaching, when they see themselves more and 
more dispossessed of their responsibilities - for 
example in the context of the World Trade 
Organisation. The WSF will provide a rare 
opportunity to meet civil and social movements 
from a large number of countries and from every 
continent, and to establish links with them. 


The parliamentarians present will also be able to 
participate in publicising the "political" declaration 
issued at the close of the WSF along with the 
declaration by social movements. 


The Porto Alegre meeting will allow us to establish 
an international network of elected 
representatives in order to support the struggles 
of civil and popular movements against neoliberal 
globalisation, as well as actively to pursue a 
number of specific campaigns. We hope that this 
will be the case. 


We would therefore welcome the broadest and 
most dynamic possible participation and extend to 
you an invitation to join us at the WSF. Please let 
us know if you are interested in taking part so that 
together we can organise preparatory meetings. 
Sincerely, 


For the ATTAC Committee of the European 
Institutions, 


Danielle Auroi (Green/ EFA) 

Harlem Désir (PES, president of the Intergroup 
"Capital Tax, Fiscal System and Globalisation) 
Pernille Frahm (vice-president of the GUE/NGL) 
Alain Krivine (GUE/NGL) 

Paul Lannoye (president of the Green/ EFA) 

Alain Lipietz (Green/EFA) 

Francis Wurtz (président of the GUE/NGL) 


PS : Juan Domingo Sanchez is centralising, for the 
Attac Committee of the European Institutions, all 
information related to Porto Alegre’s World 
Parliamentary Forum: euro. institutions@attac. org 
Tél : (in Brussels) 02 285 70 18 (at work) or 02 
648 09 88 (personal). 





Futher information can be obtained at the World 





Parliamentary Forum Web page: 
www. forumparlamentarmundial.rs.gov.br or 
through the e-mail 


fpm@forumparlamentarmundial.rs.gov.br 





